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Ml^a Sarah Un^n, Asalstant to the -Editor 

The £ veiling Standard 

47 Shoe Lena, ^oadon 3«C. 4, Jnel^nd, 

111 as UnwlUp 

I wa about to recall to you our unanswered provloua corrajpondenco, for 
I^ve heard nothing fiom you or r j. Jeremy Campbell claco you sail the nntter had 
b en referred to him, whan I received frcn tay cgent, ftr# Gordon Horbord, 53 
ilertln*a Lena, *^ondon .•!. S a copy o.‘ the truly Inrarraative or tide by 
-atec Fairley, from your August ^6 edition. 

* resuming the accuracy of the information cont.-ilned in whis article, 1 om 
taking the tiico Carom my continuing writUng, for ?ihich there is not enourjbi time, 
for 8 few coEi-ients thet may interest your editor. 

Firat of oil, the entiro matter of the "new*' infonnetion of the autopsy 
papers is new only in thex manner in which it has becoae x^ublic. I rr de it 
available in tay article, to be o ohapter in the book I an now v/orlrt.ag on, to 
^Iklng Trees in a gesture of frlenijllness end in oonlidonce, to put ^hem In a 
position to defend themaelves fgalnot attock. Harbord has a cony of this 
article snd can show you when ho got it, thia plaoin*? the i:ppro*imote time of 
Its completion. I now find this m;nterlal beinc broadcast in tho trade in Lew 
York, where it appears also to have been included iii tUa Yi'clng sold 

Bantf?n, whose puperbcck edition if Ilf-iUjST is reportedly due in t*x>>o '.TC’ks. 

w 

A rather short life for e hordbocked book, whose publication d- te was Juno 29, 
and an unusual return of help. 

'The entire nr. t ter of the withheld autopsy photogr*ipha eni \-rays is not 
new and is without the signiClcaaca currently attributed to it. Uven if those 
films ere no released ancc the^e is ony rsaron to truht them after this long 
delay, and tr:ey show the wounitelu s jproxiractsly the plocos alleged, the ^*eport 
is still entirely fcilLe, os the moat casual e::3T!iiaatlju of the -rooxiission* s 
own avidence in EITK AldH proves. It is not ths J otliny-Corae-Lat€>!^’ o '.vlth 
WBolth behind thaia who firiit csllad this to puolic ‘itto tion or who did so In 



private com^iunlootions* I’y correspondence Is not yet public, t7»y never beex, and 
certainly will not be until 1 consider xhe tiip.e eppropriite. I do not regard 



either the aeuasalnation oT a president or its c^ubeoquent liivestigctioD as matte® 
t*> bo bundled as the sale of autos or depilatorjrsa. I have not /«c-so, 1 shall not 
do so, end I believe iu tho end I aha 11 not sufror# 

Sour quotations of Ur. Hichord ?ofikln end his wife ere both o great public 
end literary ser vice end, on » personal level, provide no olth uuch ple&surc. 

3o Ur. lopkljn told '^'alrly ’-today”, raojiiing ^ujuat iO, 1960, that uhe evldoace 
oomln.::; from my no re recent ??oric *^lende strong v»el^iht to tlie iiua th.*t there v/ere 
1T70 assassins.** The not doubt not unintended import 1.? tliat this is e auaden 
•ovolotlon besto^d upon e startled and unbelieving v.orld by *4r« -opkin and io 
not something he reod in «HIT3V/ASB, completed February 19^, published that summer 
Bid, If you’ll excuoo tho depression, '’reviowed” by ‘*^opkin in the Hqm Yor!c 
*%vl 8.7 of darted July 28# Here you will find a rtiaarhable parallel betrreen 

his title. The Second Os’old'' end the content of his review t»nd flrQ» chapter “The 
False Oswald"*, rhlch is unmentlcned In the ’^v^vlew’* that presents Its essential 
info xmat Ion os the fruit of i»lr. I opkin* s oto great labor. The concept of a second 
assassin did not originate with Ur. i^opkin, did not with md, but certainly In 
those few books on tho work of tbo Conmlsslon, of which ?dLnc alone is restricted 
entirely to its official information, it was first lOid still moot thorou^ijiiy 
presented in mine. 

The blurbia^ of tho ""review” idcntlfie a Ur. *^op!rln ao on expert in akepticiam. 
T^erhepa this accounts for his repetition of tho now fonous *frevoivdop 0 r gaffe, a 

1 never thought would again appear In the *^rlti.:h press bn t l *waa quite 
aurpriaer^to find in a TY 3ho?5 I was on In Now York yecterdoy. I presume it ia a 
re flection of his own deep deliving, as I recall his tlirlca-resdlng of tho 10,CX)0, 
000 word - olhtha testiaony exhibits. He told Ur. F irleyj’Ths doctor 
performed the sutopay said he burned his prollmincry notes of it on ^^ovuciber 24, 
1963 ** • The emintmt Regiua Professor of history, who more recently In his intense 






vsroonal parsult of the cUclrman of the foraer Cau'laslon has aeeat fli to 

to mlsPoppesont fact to Justify his ohaaa ( ea I documented In peroonnl correspon- 

donco -.ith tho U*S. 'Ublleber of hie Introduction to th.a Lane bo-k), add exactly 

this t'.vo years ago ciri rctpacted It, atylng his crow-consumption ould be public. 

The cartlflcetlon of this dc.Ttruotloc, Wi-.lch oppeare on pof?e 187 of ’’.HTTBr’/VTH and 

required none of l*r. ^opldn's asslofnco In bo coming public, says Just thet. But 

In hi 3 testimony the doctor swore this raoont not his not os of the autopsy but 

What nay be ovpn 'rorse, ths first draft of itl 'fhls you will Clad on rage 183 

of my book, Jxcorpts of the papers that by now perphaps mmy -^obera are wishing 

he ted also burned appear In feosimlle on pt.ge 193 . fou may find sore Interest in 

the stbstentlve changes, Including the ellnlnetlon Oi Che medical opinion In 

Dellas that tho Prosldont was, in fiict, shot from the front, 'fh^contisued to be 

reflected In tho autopoy draft for two days. It wee eliminated In the typing, 

not even by the doctor, as a comparison of -hat i reproduce from the hologra h 

vdth the fourth peragraph pf the typed vorslcn will show you. 

In Justice to cht? dom isslon. It must ha ackno’'d.edgod, oven if tlr. ■••opldn 

Is reluctant to do so, that it did "mention a wound lowar 6o\m In ths rreald axt*e 

book", The iioport acknowledges ths testimony of Clint illl>, the Secret Service 

/I 

agent, that he sow a bullet art Ilea four Inches belO'^ tl'aC i Jont* 3 collar. iTie 
leek of precision in speaking ond 'writing thii ia un uortun. tGly ch€'rttO'h. rlstio 
of those who ore follo\?iHc: mo ond «re reluctant to aoknowlodc^ tho blazini." of 
the trell is ^eport just rerused to credit Elll. Out it did "’loentlon” 

hlP location of this T 7 ound# 

e no doubt shall I'orever be indebted for this ira ortnl linQ:”If h bullet 
did strike him In that manner, then in my opihion it could not h:ve come 
Os'Tald^s rifle end sej^ests that a second asses ’.in Clred.’’ Tho oxoltation I 
•cknowl idge is no^ the due of thio eniuent proioseor of philosophy, spec i?^.*lizl2^ 

In skepticism, has nothing to do with less reapectfil com entati^« cell 

a 

such unpleasant things as tperiitti the thoughti) plaglarlsin# I nuat ncknoledgo, 
hoi® 7 er, e numb r of comiunicatlone along this Une end my own participation 



4 



In baroadcaat debates whore the Coramlisioc’s defohdor expruasad rsuch ll.o aarie 
thou^t, No doubt if you reed this aiarclaa In aelectlro sVeptlcissn which should 
certainly oarn Lr. Popkla an o-Mitlonal decn.e, oo it appsora tha and of July 1966, 
in coni'iariaDa with ’’.UIK’JJy’JiS;:, writton a yaor and a half oarlier, you will form 
your oTO cone lu alone* 

Fortxinataly, oa a child, you -.Tlthout doubt learned not to hold your breath. 
There ohould therefore x m hazard in your Teltlns until Oatobor, when :!r. 

Bapirtn will yxeaect the "full details of hi a flndi''!£^ In e wor’t th">t nay well 
sheTce the literary world, "The Second Os-.el'd". Ya-r stoto-rent thut it is being 
published by thj New York Keriew of Books' will nalae a anas to rsany of ue of 
something that was earlier not as conprahenslbla, 

I am father distressed thut you find this "will be the thlid ;jaJor work by 
Independent investigators criticizing the official oiplanatlon",i not loecause you 
nske no reference to rjilTT'ASH, and not becou-je o;^ what has appaarod there Is nothlig 
of importance that was not already public in it, ard not because all of them to- 
gether do not toll more than an appraclabla fraction of what it doao, and not 
because all of then suffer niajor doctrlrnl flaws as wall as departures fro i strict 
accuracy. No, you foil to msntlou another work by e sorlous and rsapectod writer 
issued by a iBBjor publlahor, -T?he Oswald Affair", by LaoSauvage w'ioso personal 
ethics I oan give the hlghast and the entirely unstinting endorsamont of a nan who 
haa sincere and profound roapoct for them. 

Your reference to Mark Lane’ a appoarance on -BC ao’Tersntly alludes to what 
I hei-e heard British viewers found c;uito shocking, a robroadcast of his appearance 
on NBC. If that is -he sane one I heard it the office of a British correspondent 
in Washln ton, they should Indeed hevo ea shocked, for It is entirely Inposslble 

that the wltnoas quoted saw a Secret Service nan stand up in the Irasldent’o own 
car and brandish a submachine gab. There Is, fort^inately, an antirely adequate 
photo t'ra phi c record to which ynni can refoPe 



a»t psrtieps most of sU I am indebted to you fbr your quotation of Urs. 
•^opkln. She oomoat thro-gh as a proper ond loysl, o dutlftilj and loving- ife. 

She said, "His ,ork In philosophy Is directed at uncovering Influences that 
have been ovarlookoC.-’^coul- certain beaofit fron such an ir.niiryl 

Poihspi. she 003 intcndlnj to put the rltins of hor.husnsd in perspective, 
if not hia '^phllosoiiiy", ohon she said "Ee has sti^ued a lot of murder cssos *:ifl 
Is a teen reader of detective novels.-’ I shell cartsialy be looWn,; forvard to 
•the further benefit of this educotlon and avocotlon. 

-ost of all, ho.wver, i munt ocknowlodsa cy gratitude for her reflection of 
his ( «mta oonaiat .ntly previoualy unexpreaaod) gratitude for my own work: 

"Ills luckiest hrsok oacia r;^o to get hold of the photostat copy of the 
m seonts* report." If you, also, would consider thla a stroke of rore fortune. 

I’ll be dellshtad to send you a copy." should not alone hug himself in 
ecstacy. “Thera is gaou/rh to go around, 

Becriuse 1 have laamed to ponder deeply the trenchant vorde of the Popklns, 
gifted OS they ;ro, I also au,jr8st that if Ura. ‘opkin was refarrlng to the 
first **eport of the 3“3I to the Cotnlsolon, and you'd like to see what the 
important parts look ll'te, be ray guoat. Look at -page 19S of if 

you .,cnt to know what it r_e nll y means (fbr It reveals no new nedloul teowladgo, 
ae my chapter, 'The !?ootors and the .Vutopoy" will show you), read the precoedlng 
three poses. Like oil the of.hora, tho Popkins find It not at all unuau.il that the 
FBI should net tho doctrine cad Inform the Comission full, without reference to 
either the ir^ond in the front of the President's neck or the shot that missed. I 
do not eapect to shock you In saying I find in this other slgniridance, 

t is with genuine >»nd h artfolt sincerity and gratitude that 1 thank you 
for Wr. Fairley's brilliant work and emress the houi that it wli: continue ;uid 
tint you ^11’ f- vor rae -rtth furtha;' such Infcnnetlve articles. I cm. Indeed, In 
you dsbt, if not in th-’t of others. 

^Incer^ly yours. 
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